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FWithout the CIA”)
Richard H. Brightson’s let-

ter to the editor, “Without the

CIA,” of Deg. 23, says that the

CIA puts together “strangely
diverse pieces of information
into a fascinating mosaic that
appears to make sense, partic-
ularly to -individuals without
an immedigte and intimate
working kndwledge of the sub-
jeet matter” Yet  it- would
seem to me that -all intelli-
dence work is, of necessity,
composed-_of “siich “diverse
pieces of iformation.”

Furthermbore, it appears that
one is left to ponder the
problem of upon which ivory
tower Mr., Brlghtson has de-
vided to “perch .in order to
judge just™whe His the “im-
ae(hate and intimate working
konowledge”. i:hat CIA defend-
ers obviously lack.

‘Mr. Brigh.tsbn’s conclusion,
that of “dismantling of CIA
and its replacement by more
legitimate. informatlon-gather-
ing operations,” is a good ex-
ample of the use of empty
words, How do you dismantle
the CIA? With what do you
replace it? What does “legiti-
mate” mean anyway? How can
vou be sure you will arrive at
something quite  different
from the present CIA? Per-
- naps the very nature of intel-
nce work demands an or-
sanization like the CIA.

In reality, there is nothing
new to . Mr. Brightson’s ar-
suments. Just as he would
substitute a “more legitimate”™
intelligence organization for
ihe (obviously “less legiti-
mate”) CIA, so would he
merely substitute the theory
“of the “establishment conspix-
acy” for the more well-known
“Communist conspiracy.” It is
all a matter of semantics, not
ol substance.

BRUCE FINGERHUT.
1tockville.

Approved For Release 2003/12/02 : CIA-RDP75-00149R000100490012-8



